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David Wotf@BLM To: Steven Bekedam/GLCA/NPS@NPS@NPSX@DOI 

05/27/2005 02*12 PM ^' ^^^^ Snyder/GLCA/NPS@NPS. John Spence/GLCA/NPS@NPS 

I^Dj Raymond Lee/CCDO/UT/BLM/DOI@BLM 

Subject: Re: to press forward with the NRA Values and Purposes document! 

My aren't we busy today. Cannonville meeting went very well. Had time to discuss items in more specific 
terms. Notes on your number questions below. Range staff has been tasked by June 7 to do a FINAL 
AND COMPLETE (I wish) file review to certify that the numbers we are using are the actual preference 
figures. We continue to struggle with if and how State lease AUMs have, or have not, been added in to 
the Federal acreage figures. 

Matt and Rick to review allotment boundaries for canyons off the Escalante for accuracy. 

In your rnemo and in the note on permitted use discrepancies you mentioned several times about needing 
justification for past changes and then completing the required Values and Purposes Determination. I feel 
I need to clarify our position on this. I hope the discussions below clarify for you the allotment permitted 
use in question but, what is, is. The Values and Purposes Determination you are working on now covers 
all grazing use that is currently occurring and for that I agree you (we all) need to have correct and up to 
date figures. However, we are not going to go back to 2002. or 1999. or whatever and provide 
documentation or expect a separate V&P Detemfiination. The past is just that and it stays there. 

Also, it is our opinion that grazing administration actions such as combining allotments, shifting a pasture 
assignment from one allotment to another, etc.. where NO CHANGE IN GRAZING USE is occurring does 
not require approval from the NRA or the preparation of a V&P Determination. Communication and ' 
documentation of these administrative changes would need to occur between the BLM and NRA ranae 
staff. ^ 

We can discuss this further if you and Hank feel it is necessary. 
Permitted Use Discrepancies (2/9/05 memo) 

Note - We don't even use figures from the 1999 MMP as they were info only and the MMP didn't make 
grazing decisions. Accuracy uncertain. 

Fortymile Ridge Increase from 41 55 to 6333 is due to combination of Fortymile and 3 pastures 

from Soda as you guessed. Same permittee. 

^^^3 Not listed on 1 2/04 table as it is now split between Fortymile and Lake 

\f^^ 2256 represents addition of Bench pasture from Soda allotment; Maybe some 

State also. 

Last Chance 4299 (4289 may be actual), we think represents Federal plus State AUMs thus 

the increase from 3708. Will know following 
current review. 

Standards questions - parts of Last Chance didn't meet Standard 1 , but the 
allotment in total did. Didn't meet 2 & 4. 

Lower Cattle We also have questions on the correct permitted use #. Rick is researching file. 

Upper Cattle The two pastures added in 2002 came from the Cedar Wash Allotment (I believe) 

which was divided between the Upper 

Cattle and Big Horn allotments. These pastures are on the west side of Upper 
Cattle and have no involvement with NRA 
lands. 
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Upper Warm Creek WeVe thinking that the increase from 1477 to 1638 represents former State lands 
now added in. In review also. 

Future meetings - range staff only for file review follow-up June 7, Cannonville. Full team - June 14/15 or 
15/16 location???? 



Allolmert Breakoutdoc 
Dave 
Steven Bekedam/GLCA/NPS@NPS 

Steven 

Bekedam/GLCA/NPS@NPS j^ David Wolf/CCDO/UT/BLM/DOI@BLM 

^^ Raymond Lee/CCDO/UT/BLM/DOI@BLM. Hank 

Snyder/GLCA/NPS@NPS, John Spence/GLCA/NPS@NPS 
Subject *° ^^^^^ forward with the NRA Values and Purposes 



05/27/2005 10:49 AM 



document 



Had a few thoughts I would pass on- 



First, I wanted to know how the Cannonville meeting faired. Getting down to the chase. I wanted to know 
how the numbers are working out. As I mentioned the other day in Kanab, if AUMs were added or 
subtracted, for.whatever reason, the NRA needs to have the written justification/documentation for why 
those changes occurred. 

That said, here are two items the NRA needs to continue to work towards completing our document; 

1) correct allotment permitted use numbers (allows us to approve any changes as mentioned) 

2) narratives on how Upper and Lower Cattle are to be run in the future (both allotments have added 
pastures and changed rotation systems). I have asked this from Rick but I am unaware of any updates to 
these two allotment appendices. 

As an aside. I also need a clarification on Last Chance The big allotment table has the allotment failing 

Standards 2 and 4 but I recently looked over my version of the allotment appendix and it also failed 
Standard 1. Can you check on this discrepancy? 

Also, could you send me the table you produced that shows how the allotments fall into each alternative 
category? 

Thanks guys for your time. 

Steven Bekedam 

Range Ecologlst 

Glen Canyon NRA 

P.O. Box 1507. Page, AZ 86040 

(928) 608-6264 

(928) 608-6283 fax 

steven_bekedam@nps.gov 
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